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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/15/10 has been entered. 

Claims 1 , 2 and 4-7 are pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. On pages 5-6 of Applicant's arguments, applicant argues that Hamachi fails to 
disclose the amended limitation in claim 1 because "according to Hamachi, since there 
is only one camera installed in the elevator car, there is only one image displayed of 
each elevator on the supervisory monitor 7b. ..it is respectfully submitted that in the 
device of Hamachi, when a malfunction occurs in an elevator, it is impossible to 
immediately search for the cause and location of the malfunction because only one 
image of each elevator is displayed on the supervisory monitor 7b" and "the display of 
two or more images simultaneously in Hamachi corresponds to two or more elevators, 
not two or more points along an escalator, as recited in claim 1 ." 
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In response to the arguments, although Hamachi fails to disclose the plurality of 
monitoring points are along an escalator, it provides the teachings of displaying different 
images of different cameras on the same display device simultaneously. As explained 
in the rejections below, Ponsot discloses a plurality of monitoring cameras separately 
installed at a plurality of monitoring points along at least one escalator (Figure 1 : 5-9). 
While Ponsot discloses the use of plurality of cameras to monitor different locations 
along an escalator, and Hamachi provides the teachings of displaying different images 
of different cameras at the same time on a display device, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention was made to have combined the 
teachings of Ponsot with the teachings of Hamachi to achieved the claimed invention 
with no change in their respective functions. All the claimed limitations were known in 
the prior art and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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4. Claims 1-2 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ponsot et al. (US 6,606,538 B2) in view of Hamachi (JP 2004-1 89358 A) and Spitz 
et al.(US 2005/0099288 A1). 

In Re claim 1, Ponsot discloses an elevating machine image supervisory system 
(Abstract) comprising: 

• A plurality of monitoring cameras (5-9) separately installed at a plurality of 
monitoring points (5-9) along at least one escalator (1), the plurality of 
cameras outputting pieces of image data obtained by taking pictures of 
conditions of said plurality of monitoring points (Col 3 lines 43-56 and Col 
4 lines 9-16); 

• Wherein said monitoring points include an entrance of the escalator, an 
exit of the escalator, or a location between said entrance and said exit (5- 
9). 

Ponsot fails to disclose an image data accumulation device, an accumulated 
image data display device, and the monitoring request contains reproduction start date 
information. 

However, Hamachi discloses an elevating machine image supervisory system 
(Abstract) comprising: 

• An image data accumulation device that accumulates individual pieces of 
image data output from said plurality of monitoring cameras in a time 
series manner (Paragraphs [0030-0036]); And 
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• An accumulated image data display device that displays image data 
accumulated in said image data accumulation device in response to a 
monitoring request (search parameter) from a user (Paragraphs [0032, 
0035, 0037]); 

• said image data accumulation device outputs a plurality of pieces of 
monitoring image data corresponding to said monitoring request to said 
accumulated image data display device when said monitoring request is 
generated (Paragraphs [0032, 0035, 0037]); 

• said accumulated image data display device discriminates among said 
plurality of monitoring points (Paragraph [0030]: display control means 
displays images obtained by every surveillance camera in each elevator 
basket) installed at the elevator in response to the monitoring request 
(Paragraph [0037]: search parameter) which includes the elevator to be 
supervised and one piece of information regarding reproduction start time 
(i.e. search parameter — the occurrence time at the time of being the time 
at a certain time of the past), and 

• Said accumulated image data display device displays, in response to the 
elevator to be supervised and said one piece of information regarding 
reproduction time included in said monitoring request (Paragraph [0037]), 
said plurality of pieces of monitoring image data corresponding to said 
plurality of monitoring points at said time while synchronizing said plurality 
of pieces of monitoring image data with each other (while image from 
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different cameras are displayed on the same screen at the same time 
based on the search parameter, the image data are displayed in synch 
with each other) (Paragraphs [0037, 0048-0051]). 

Although Hamachi fail to disclose the image supervising system is used along 
with an escalator, it provides the teachings of capturing different images from different 
cameras and displaying the captured images on a display device simultaneously. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Ponsot (i.e. image 
supervising system having a plurality of cameras) with the teachings of Hamachi (i.e. 
image supervising system having a plurality of cameras), since it is known in the art to 
utilize image data display device to display images captured by the cameras so as to be 
able to monitor the condition of the elevator easily. 

Ponsot and Hamachi in combination fail to disclose the monitoring request 
contains reproduction start date information. 

However, Spitz discloses the request contains reproduction start date information 
(Figure 6; Paragraph [0079]). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Ponsot and Hamachi 
(i.e. monitoring request data) with the teachings of Spitz (i.e. monitoring request data), 
since it is known in the art to utilize reproduction start date information to request image 
data from the storage device so that user can monitor image at specific date and time 
as desired. 
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In Re claim 2, Hamachi discloses the plurality of monitoring points include the 
interior of an elevator car (surveillance camera 9 is installed in each of the elevators) 
(Paragraphs [0030, 0032]). 

In Re claim 4, as we have discussed above, Hamachi discloses said 
accumulated image data display device discriminates among said plurality of monitoring 
points (Paragraph [0030]: display control means displays images obtained by every 
surveillance camera in each elevator basket) installed at the elevator in response to the 
monitoring request (Paragraph [0037]: search parameter) which includes the elevator to 
be supervised and one piece of information regarding reproduction start time (i.e. 
search parameter— the occurrence time at the time of being the time at a certain time of 
the past), and Spitz discloses the monitoring request includes information regarding 
start date (Figure 6; Paragraph [0079]). 

Although Ponsot, Hamachi and Spitz in combination fail to disclose the plurality 
of monitoring points include an entrance of a moving walk, an exit of the moving walk, or 
a location between said entrance and said exit, the examiner is taking Office Notices 
that it is well-known to utilize cameras to monitor the entrance, the exit or a location 
between the entrance and the exit of a moving walk. 

In Re claim 5, Hamachi discloses said accumulated image data display device 
includes an operating condition supervisory screen (7a, 7b) that monitors the operating 
condition of an elevator, and said monitoring points are set on said operating condition 
supervisory screen (images captured by cameras installed in basket of each elevator 
are displayed on the screen based upon request) (Paragraphs [0048-0051]). In 
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addition, Spitz discloses the monitoring points are set on said operating condition 
supervisory screen (Figures 18-19; Paragraphs [0094-0097]). 

In Re claim 6, Spitz discloses said monitoring request contains refresh rate 
information (68, 69), and said accumulated image data display device displays said 
image data based on said refresh rate information (Figure 6; Paragraph [0079]). 

In Re claim 7, Spitz discloses said display device stops the displaying at a time 
designated by monitoring request (i.e. user request) (Figure 6; Paragraph [0079]). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Wiesinger et al., Suzuki ('757) and Suzuki ('230) are further cited 
to show related teachings in the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kawing Chan whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3909. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Walter Benson can be reached on 571-272-2227. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
IK. CI /Walter Benson/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2837 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2837 



